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The criterion of good and bad government, which
was generally recognised under a monarchy, holds
good still. The king was worthy of his position if
he was mainly concerned with the Common Weal,
and was willing to sacrifice his own private gain for
it, and to find his success as monarch in tlie pros-
perity of his people.  The democratic citizen has
no right to judge himself by a different standard,
and unless he is endeavouring, in discharging his
political responsibilities whatever they may be, to
think first and foremost of the public good and to
leave his private interests in the background, he is
unfit to be trusted with the responsibilities of a
citizen in a self-governing nation1.
Q     A grave difference of opinion appears in the
~"    views that are commonly taken as to the pun-
ishment which ought to be inflicted on political
offenders, but there is a general feeling that so long
as the safety of society is secured this should be
comparatively light. The exercise of mercy is one
of the powers of sovereignty, and a prudent govern-
ment will desire to avoid any appearance of vindic-
tiveness in their treatment of political offenders;
there are many good reasons for clemency so long as
it is not interpreted as a sign of weakness.   But a
distinction must be drawn. There are many politi-
cal offenders who can be credited with a genuine
desire to promote the Common Weal in some partic-
ulars or, even if they fail in their designs, they may
1 See above, p. 22, and below, p. 75.